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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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2a)K This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

.3)n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendments, filed 10/1 8/2006, have been entered and made of record. Claims 1-8 
are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 10/18/2006have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. See the reasons sets forth below. 

In response to Appliciant argument that the cited reference of Isaka fails to teach suggest 
or anticipate at least "recording data on said medium as a pattern of at least one recorded block 
immediately follov^ed by at least one unrecorded block"-as taught in the Applicant's 
Specification and claimed by at least the Applicant's claim 1 the Examiner respectfiilly 
disagrees. Isaka teaches an order of a step in the operation. Isaka further discloses n-1 and n are 
consecutive blocks in which data have been already recorded in block n-1 and data will be 
recorded in block n. Therefore Isaka discloses recording data as a pattern atleast one recorded 
block immediately followed by one unrecorded block. (See col. 6 lines 6-3 1 and fig. 3). 

In response to applicant's arguments that the cited reference of Ogawa individually fails 
to teach, suggest or render obvious at least a process for recording a digital video and audio data 
stream including recording data in a pattern of at least one recorded block immediately followed 
by at least one unrecorded block as taught in the Applicant's Specification and claimed by at 
least the Applicant's claim 1 , one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
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F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 
(Fed. Cir. 1986). 

The examiner believes that the claimed invention does in fact read on the cited references 
for at least the reasons discussed above and as stated in the detail Office Action as follows. This 
Office action is now made final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 4-We< rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Isaka (US Pat. No. 

5,706,388). 

Regarding claim 1, Isaka discloses a process for recording a digital video and audio data 
stream wherein recording being carried out on a medium organized in the form of logic blocks in 
series and comprising a recording and reading head (see fig. 2 components 5a, 6a and 7a and fig. 
3, and col. 5 lines 59-64), said process comprises the steps of: 

recording data on said medium as a pattern of at least one recorded block immediately 
followed by at least one unrecorded block (see col. 4 lines 54-58, col. 6 lines 6-24, and fig. 3): 
and 

following the triggering of the reading of the recorded data, alternately reading a 
continuous series of said previously recorded blocks and continuing the recording of data in said 
unrecorded blocks immediately following the blocks read (see col. 5 lines 18-33 and 48-51 and 
abstract). 
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Regarding claim 2, Isaka discloses when the set of blocks recorded before the triggering 
of reading have been read, recording is continued in contiguous blocks in a non-interlaced 
manner (see abstract). 

Regarding claim 5, Isaka discloses the recording of data is performed in a group of N 
contiguous blocks (N>1) (see fig. 1 and col. 6 lines 6-12). 

Regarding claim 7, Isaka discloses a digital television receiver comprising means for 
receiving a digital audio and video data stream (see fig. 1), comprising: 

a recording medium furnished with a recording and reading head, said medium being 
organized in the form of logic blocks in series (see figures 2 and 3); 

a control circuit for managing the writing and the reading of blocks of the recording 
medium (see fig. 2); 

an interfacing circuit for interfacing the recording medium with said control circuit, said 
control circuit adapted to control the recording of data on said medium as a pattern of at least one 
recorded block immediately followed by at least one unrecorded block, following the triggering 
of the reading of the recorded data, the alternate reading of a continuous series of said 
previously recorded blocks and the continuing of the recording of data in said unrecorded blocks 
immediately following the blocks read (see figs. 1-3 and rejection of claim 1). 

Claim 8 is rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 5 above. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, the limitation of claims 9 and 10 can be found in claim 1 
above. Therefore claims 9 and 10 are rejected for the same reason as discussed in claim 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



Application/Control Number: 09/869,397 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2621 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Isaka in view of 
Official Notice. 

Regarding claims 3-4, claims 3 and 4 are differ from Isaka in that the claims further 
requires the set of blocks recorded before the triggering of reading have been read, recording is 
continued in contiguous blocks in a loop in the block previously read and blocks are read and 
rewritten in a non-interlaced maimer. Although Isaka does not specifically disclose the set of 
blocks recorded before the triggering of reading have been read, recording is continued in 
contiguous blocks in a loop in the block previously read and blocks are read and rewritten in a 
non-interlaced manner, Isaka discloses the recording and reproducing operations are performed 
alternately. Isaka further discloses the recording/reproducing head moves after the recording in 
the nth block completed (see col. 6 lines 13-24). Official Notice is taken that it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Isaka by 
rewriting data on a block previously read and reproduce in order to use same blocks. 

7. Claim 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Isaka in view of 
Ogawa (US Pat. No. 6,1 15,799). 

Regarding claim 6, claim 6 differ from Isaka in that the claim further require detecting 
sequences of free blocks on the medium for applying said steps of recording and reading. 
Although Isaka does not specifically disclose detecting sequences of free blocks, Isaka discloses 
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the sequences of blocks in fig. 3 are free and predetermined data can be recorded on them (see 
col. 6 lines 6-12). 

In the same field of endeavor Ogawa discloses successive free blocks are detected during 
search. Ogawa fiirther discloses further discloses recording operation is performed by recording 
means (see claim 9). Therefore in light of the teaching in Ogawa it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Isaka by detecting a 
free area in order to record data of predetermined size on the searched area. 

Conclusion 

3. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HELEN SHIBRU whose telephone number is (571) 272-7329. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8:30AM-5PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, THAI Q. TRAN can be reached on (571) 272-7382. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you w^ould 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Helen Shibru 
December 26, 2006 




